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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissioner Michael ). Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a smail piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
C Parra

9220 SW Barbur Blvd #119-278
Portland, OR 97219
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissioner Michael }. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commuissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicatlons of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email chip of my child's feotball game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reasan for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Michael Coffey

26 Stannard Drive
Essex Junction, VT 05452




Tao

Page 1 of 1 2003-10-19 01 12 13 (GMT) 16506181673 From

Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20354

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Comnusstoner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Commumcations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
1f swatching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate. | can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie. send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play 1t at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

1t the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digtal
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electrontcs and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, |
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Craig D. Hubler
1235 North Sparks Street
Burbank, CA 91506
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable tc me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding recom
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home movie, send an emall clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remave this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing expernience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Scott Woodward

1901 E 86th Street
Indianapobs, IN 46240
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home netwark, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Ptease do not allow the MPAA and 1ts allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTY devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mavie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TY
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Bill Rickords

6532 Cneil
Wichita, KS 67212
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commssioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buylng new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and 1ts allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTY devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TY to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jim Boudreau

926 Peachtree Drnve Moscow ldaho
Moscow, ID 83843
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely
concermned that a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equpment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
1f switchung doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content — [ can modify, create, and
participate Ican record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a2 home
movie;, send an email ¢lip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
[lexible. and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Bob Beims
3736 Indian Point Drive
Austin, TX 78739
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Saturday, October 18 2001

Commuissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer produects, I urge the Federal
Comimunications Commission to vote agamst the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

‘The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if swilching
doesn’'t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email elip of my
child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play 1t at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, [ urge you to promote the digital transition by
oppesing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
David Harralson

1629 Lankershim Blvd
Studio City, CA 91604
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October 17, 2003

Comumissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I amn wnthng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewision. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ulttmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturen’ abiity to wanovate for
their custorners, Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers Lke me actually want, and it could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functeondhty,

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less lilmly to make an investment in DTV-capable
recetvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limt my aghts at the behast of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely,

Paul Allen

14215 Pecan Park Lane
Space 45

El Cajon, CA 92021
USA
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Oectober 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Feaderal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20884

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to volee my opposttion to any FCC-manduted adeption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television Asa
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey wolld ba bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimata
adeption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted (n menufectursrs' ablitty tn innovats for thelr
customers Allowing mavie gtudios to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment will snable the studios to tall technologists
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessatily reflect whet consumers ltke me
actually want, and & could result in me balng charged more money for inferiar functionality.

If the FCC lssues e browdcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |kely to maike an investment (n DTV-capabls receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices thet limit my rights et the behest of Haollywood Plesse do net mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighat television Thank yau for your time.

Sincersly,

Robert N

12801 Ben Rogers Ct
Orlande, FL 32828
USA
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Oectober 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemnathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathieen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a consomer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronios must be rooted in manufastresy abdlity to innovate for thelr ctistomen Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception eqiipment will enable the studios to tall technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily refloct what consumery liks e setnally want, and it ocnld result in me being
charged more money for inferior finctionglity

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that Limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandsts broadoast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mike Curtis

514 East Mary
Austin, TX 78704
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q@ Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington., D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am wvriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of *broadcast
flag" technology for digital television is a consumer and citizern, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted i1n
nmanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. illowing movie studios to
veta features of DTV-reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ae actually want, and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually ba less likely to
make an investiment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipmemt. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood. Plsase do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank yvou for your tine.

Sincerely.

David Bach

659 E Colt Ct
Chandler. AZ B5225
USi
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Octaber 17, 2003

Commigsioner Kathlaen 3 Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technolegy for digital talevision. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innavatian consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranics must be rooted In manufecturers’ ablitty to Innovete for their
customers Aliowing movie studios to vets featurss of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studies to teil technalogists
what new products they can creats This will result in products that don't necessarily reflact what consumers llie ms
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged mare money for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC Igsues & broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likaly te make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the bshest of Hollywood Plaase do not mandete
broadcast fiag technalagy for dightal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincersly,

Souheang Yao

835 Riverside Drive #1C
New York, NY 10031
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissionar Kathisen Q Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingtan, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition 1o any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadoan fiag” technelogy for digital television. As a constmer
and citizen, | feel srongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consimer electronics must be rootad in mannfastuvery’ ability ts innovate for their oustomers. Allowing
movie smdios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enahle the studios to tall technologlsts what naw products they can
areate This will result in prodncts that dan't necessarily refloct what consumers ks me sotnally wunt, and it could resnlt in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issuies a broadcast fiag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that it my rights at the behest of Hallywood Please do not mendate broadcust flag
technology for digital television Thank yon for your time.

Sincerely,

Ralph Lee

6400 Christie Ave #5409
Emeryville, CA 94608
usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strangly that such a policy would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronics must be reoted (n manufacturers’ ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios ta tell tachnologists
what naw products they can create This will result in products that don't necsesarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and & could result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC Issues » broadcast flag mandats, | would actuslly be |ass likely to make en Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limkt my rights at the behest of Holtywood. Plaase do not mandate
broadeast flag technalogy for digital television Thank yau for your time

Sincerely,

Jeff Bane

701 Limon
Austin, TX 78704
Usa
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Cetaber 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abarnathy
Federal Communieations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, © C 20384

Dear Ksthleen Abernsthy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flug” technology for dighei television As e
consumer and cltizen, | feal strongly that such a palicy would be bad for innevation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer siectronics must be rocted (n manufecturers' ablity ts innovete for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception squipment will enable the studios to tel) technologists
what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necesearily reflect what consumers (ke me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more monay for inferior functionallty

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag manduete, | would actuaily be less likely to make an investmant In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadcast fiag technology for dightal talevision Thank yeu for your time.

Sincerely,

Paul Young

7511 Eastcrest Drive
Austin, TX 78752
USA
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October 17, 2003 S

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Comnmunications Commission
445 12th Street. WW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice nv opposition to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumex and catizen., I feel
strongly that such a poliecy would be bad for i1nnovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust., competitive narket for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functicnality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I vould actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-—capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
mnore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plesase do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Richard Siamons

530 Summerfield Draive
Chanhassen, MN 55317
Usa
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Ccetober 17, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen & Abernathy
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 205%4

Dear Kathlesn Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadesst flag® technology for digital television As a
consumer and ciizen, | feel strangly that such a policy weuid be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and tha uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must be rooted In manufecturers’ abiity to inrovate for thelr
customners Allowing movie studics to veto festures of DTV-reception equipment wiil snable the studios to tall technologiste
what new products they cen creates This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what cansumers like me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belng charged mere maney for Inferior functionality

If the FCC tssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less likely to muke an investment in DTV-capable recelvary
and ather equipment | will not pay more for devices that Imit my rights at the behest of Hellyweod Pleass do not mandete
broadeast flag tachnalogy for digital telsvision Thank you for your ime

Sincaraly,

John Higdon

2256 Falrhilf Lana
San Jose, CA 95125
USA




-~ B
. Page 1ol 1 4:21:42 PM, 10/17/03 5413025068 .

October 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathiean @ Abernathy
Federal Cormmunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D £ 20554

Degr Kathlean Abernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag® technology for digital talevision. As a
conaumer and chtizen, | fael strengly that such s policy would be bad for (nnevetien, cansumer rights, and the uitimate
adeption of DTV

A robust, competitive market tor consumer electronies must be rocted In manufacturers’ abiifty to Innovete for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto festures of DTV-recaption aquipment will enabls the studios o teil technologists
what new products they can creste This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflact what cormumers like me
actually want, and & couid result In me being charged more money for Infarior functionailty

if the FCC Issues a broadcast ftag mandate, | wouid ectuslly be lase likely to meake an Investment in DTV-capabls receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood. Pisase do not mandate
brosdcast tiag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Matt Simpson

411¢ Lanax Park Clrcle
Atlanta, GA 30318
usa
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an emait clip of my
child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s
apariment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, T urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag,.

Sincerely,
John Wooden

338 E. Lake St.
Petoskey, MI 49770
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October 17, 2003

Cammissioner Kathleen Q Abarnathy
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadcast fiag" teahnology for digitel television As a consumer
and citizen, I fee] strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatien, consumer sights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronios must be rocted in manufacturess’ ability to innsvate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in produots that don't necessarily reflact what conmtmers like me actially want, and it could result in me being
charged more monay for inferior finctonglity

If the FCC issues 2 broadeast flug mandate, T would actnaity be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment 1 will not puy more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod. Plesse do not mandate troadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Patrick Murphy

511 W Johnson St #209
Madison, WT 53703
Usa
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, ! urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and tess valuable.

In addition, | am very cancerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can recard TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me ta dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Lee A. Hutchinson

16100 Space Center Blvd.
Houston, TX 77062
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Octobar 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Faderal Communications Coammissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

| am wrlting to volce my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcest flag* technelogy for dighal television As a
consumer and citizen, | fesl strongly that such s pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and tha ultimats
adeption of DTV

A rabust, competitive mariket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturars' ablity t innovate far their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will erabile the studios to tsil technologists
what new products they can create This will resuit In products that den't necessarily reflsct wiat consumars ks me
actually want, end It could resuit In me being charged more maney for Inferior functionallty

If the FCC lgsues e broadcast flag mandate, | would sctually be isss likely to muke an investment in DTV-capable recalvars
and other equipment | will nat pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technoiogy for digital television Thank you for yaur time

Sincerely,

Mark Qrmond

303 Lindcrest Cir
Red Bank, TN 37415
USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

YIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition reties on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution disptays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, ! can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TY program onto a DVYD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ail my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jennifer M Stuart

31 Ellsworth Ave, Apt #2
Danbury, CT 06810
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Comsmunicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnhng to voice my oppeston to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” tachnology for diptal
television. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for tnnovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive macket for consumer electromucs must be rooted 11 manufacturers’ ability to mnnovate for
their custarners. Allewang mawe studios to veto features of DTV.recephon squipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result 1o products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and st could result 1n me being charged moze money for mfenor
functionalty.

If the FCC 1smues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to malks an investment in DT V-capabile
recesvers and other equupment. I will not pay more for dewices that lirmit my nghty at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digatal telewision. Thenk you for your tune.

Suncerely,

Kathenne Barker

4304 Noble Creek Dove
Atlanta GA 30327

USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathlean Q. Abarnathy
Faderal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, B C 20584

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my oppostition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digial talevision As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strangly that such a policy would be bad for innovetion, censumaer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rosted in manufacturers’ abillty 1o innovate for their
customers Allowing mevie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wil enable the studies to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products thet den't necessarily reflect what consumens like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferier functionality

if the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandete, | would actually be less likely to maike an investment in DTV-capabie recsivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices thet limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plegse co not mandete
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank vau fer your time

Sincersly,

Y& Jung

12808 Buccaneer Rd
Sliver Spring, MD 20804
USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag requlation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition reijes on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more paiatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies te hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movle; send an ematl clip
of my child's foothball game to a distant relative; or record a TY program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Laura Urbani

67 North St.
Walpole, MA 02081
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concemed that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more paiatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

in addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and paricipate | can
record TV to watch later, ¢lip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mowvie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and pilay it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing expenence more enjayable, fiexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture I1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digrtal transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Cliff Cyphers

312 Tanglewood Dr
Midland, TX 79703
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadecast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefils of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronies and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Thomas A Woaoters

85 East India Row
Boston, MA 02110
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Hichasl J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NV

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive narket for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to i1nnovate for their customers Allowving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for i1nferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
nake an i1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and cther egquipment 1 will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your time

Sincerely.

Edward Piou

5 Murray Street
Apartment 208

San Francisco. Ci 94112
USi




